ii       .TOYHE ON COURTS OF SPIRITUAL APPEAL    25

doctrine should be judged of in Church courts, is not
a reasonable one. The truth is that the present
arrangement, if we think only of its abstract suitableness
and its direct and ostensible claims to our respect,
would need Swift himself to do justice to its exquisite
unreasonableness. It is absurd to assume, as it is
assumed in the whole of our ecclesiastical legislation,
that the Church is bound to watch most jealously over
doctrine, and then at the last moment to refuse her
the natural means of guarding it. It is absurd to
assume that the " spiritualty" are the only proper
persons to teach doctrine, and then to act as if they
were unfit to judge of doctrine. It is not easy, in the
abstract, to see why articles which were trusted to
clergymen to draw up may not be trusted to
clergymen to explain, and why what there was learning
and wisdom enough to do in the violent party times
and comparative inexperience of the Reformation,
cannot be safely left to the learning and wisdom of our
day for correction or completion. If Churchmen and
ecclesiastics may care too much for the things about
which they dispute, it seems undeniable that lawyers
who need not even be Christians, may care for them
too little ; and if the Churchmen make a mistake in
the matter, at least it is their own affair, and they may be
more fairly made to take the consequences of their own
acts than of other people's. A strong case, if a strong
case were all that was wanted, might be made out for a
change in the authority which at present pronounces
in tho last resort on Church of England doctrine.